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The Postal Service hereby provides its response to the Commission’s request for
supplemental information, contained in Order No. 2161 (issued August 19, 2014).

Responses were due no later than August 25, 2014. The question is reprinted verbatim

in the attached, and is followed by the Postal Service’s response.
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RESPONSE OF THE UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE TO
REQUEST FOR SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

1. The public portion of the contract submitted with the Request states the quarterly
average volumes will be “based on the total number of quarters from the
Effective Date (as defined in Section Il below) of this contract divided by the total
number of Contract Packages.” (Emphasis supplied.) Id., Attachment B at 2.
Rather, it appears the quarterly average volumes should be calculated using the
total number of quarters “divided into” the total number of contract packages. The
Postal Service is requested to clarify how quarterly average volumes will be
calculated under the contract and, if necessary, file an amendment to the
contract.

RESPONSE:
Confirmed that the calculation should be “divided into,” not “divided by.” The Postal

Service will file an amendment correcting this typographical error as soon as possible.



